
46-5·1%6 prBLlC L'TILlTIES ... '0 PLBLlC TR."'SPORT~TIO' 46·S·ISO

tern established pursuant to this part rna. include the Jurisdiction. or an'
portion the;eaf of more than one public agenc' (Ca L 1977, P 1040,
§ 6 )

46·5·126. Cooperation b)' commission and telephone industry.

The dl\ lSlan -,hall coordinate its ani, ities ~ Ith those of the Public Ser·
,ice Commls~lol, '\ hlch shall encourage the Georgla telephone tndustn
to actl\ate faclL \ mod.fication plans for a timel~ "911" implemerltatlon
(Ga L 1977, P 1040, § i)

46·5·127. Appro\·a.1 of "911" I)'stems b)' di\'ision.

After januJP 1, 19'75. no emergenc\ telephone number "911" s\ ste:n
shall be estab!I'-led, and no eXlstlng S\ Slem shall be expanded ...... Itho~t
prlor ap?,o\ al \ the dl\ ISlon and deSignation In the plan P;O\ Ided for
In Code SectIon 46-5·124 IGa L. 1977. P 1040, § 8)

46·5·128. Cooperation b~' public agencies.

All public age'1cies shall assist the dl\ ISlon in its efforts to car;\ au: ,he
intent of thIS part: and such agencies shall com ph ~ Ith the pIa!"!
de\eloped purSl,ant to Code Section 46·j·124 b\ furnishing a resoL..Hlcn
of in tent regJrd ng an emergenc \ telephone number "911" S\ stem 1Ga
L. 1977, P 104 1 , § 9.)

46·5·129, l'se of "911" emblem.

The dl\ISIOn <hall de\elop a "911" emblem ""hlch shall be utlLzed b\
September 20. 1960. In a manner :0 be preSCribed b' the di\ ISlon on all
marl...ed \ ehides used for the enforcement of traffic la'" s b\ publiC safe!\
agencies partiCIpating In the "911" s'stem. except for la"" enforcement
,er11cles of the Department of Public Safet' and those primanh used for
In\esug.ati'e purposes. (Ga L. 1980. p. 699, § 1.)

46·5·UO. Federal usisW1ce.

The division IS authorized to appl~ for and accept federal fundtng
assistance in the de\elopment and implementation of a state· wide emer·
gen" telephone number "911" s'stem (Ca. L. 197i, P 1040. § 10.)
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NUMBER PORTABILITY GUIDELINES
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October 2, I995

Statutory Objective:

O.C GA. § 46·5·170 [A]ll loal exchange companies shall make the necessary
modifiallons to aUow portability of loal numbers between
different cenificated providers of loal exchange sel"\;ce as soon
as reasonably possible after such portability has been shown to
be technically and economially feasible and in the publlc
interest.

o eGA § 46·5·168 \b) The commiSSion's jurisdiction shall include the authorin' to
.. , (10) Direct telecommuniations companies to make
investments and modifiations necessary to enable ponabillt\·

o CG A § 46·5·162(13; 'Ponabdit~"' means the technial apability that pernlits a
customer to retain the same local number at the same customer
loation regardless of the prO\ider of the loal exchange sen"ice.

General ~ umber Pon.abilicy Guidelines:

1. In it's AdministratIve Session on June 8, 1995, the Commission voted to conduct
technical workshops for the purpose of investigating telephone number pon.abilit\"
This process has identified key segments in the Georgia telecommuniQllons
industry, These mclude incumbent LECs, (Cenifiated) Competing LECs,
Interexchange Carriers, and \Vireless Carriers. We cncounge the development of a
Selection Committee that consists of the aforementioned. This Committee shall ha\'e
the responSibility to select the recommended number portability solution. The
recommendation i~ to include both a Call Model selection and an Implementation
Plan. The selection process shall be by consensus. If an industry consensus is not
reached by January 8. 1996, the workshop approach will be discontinued and the
Commission \\;11 pro\;de funher direction to all panies.

II. Sen;ce pro\ider portability should be implemented on a mid·term to long.tern1
basis, as soon as technically feasible (U" works reliably according to the follo\\;ng
guidelines), economically feasible (U., cost-efficient) and in the public interest. It
is hoped that this solution CAn be implemented by the founh quaner of 1996.
Implementation should stan \\ith a selected group of "ire centers, and based on
success, branched 1.0 additional \..ire centers. In the meantime, interim approaches
based upon \'olunury industry negotiations \\ill be allowed and encouraged.



III. Transparency to the end user is essential. There should be no loss of functionality,
quality, or access to services aused by the implemenution of a number porubility
solution. Examples include the following: all setup time should be minimally
Impacted such that allers do not discern any difference; users should see the dial(d
number when it is necessary to identify the alled or alling number (such as on bills
and for Caller ID); access to 911, £911, telephone relay service, information, and
other services should remain available.

fV. L:se of existing network infrastructure and sundards should be reuined to the extent
feasible and economial.

V Calls from non·number porubility apable telecommunications pro\;ders must be
accommodated. This includes completion of alls initiated over -nireless amers

VI. The solution should allow for open competition in the vendor community An~'

architecture or approach should be pan of the open public domain. free of any
licensing fees. Proprietary approaches, or approaches \\;th associated licensing fees,
would limit the opponunity for open competition among pro\;ders of number
ponabillty solutions and the companies that purchase them.

\'II. The solution should ensure that the existing local exchange company/ies (LEC's) and
the new LECs are benefitted in the same way and are required to deploy the same
mandatory network apabilities regardless of their network topolOgies and whether
the customers are s\\;tching from the existing LEC to a new LEC. from a new LEC
to the existing LEC or from one new LEC to another new LEe.

VIII. The solution should immediately suppon ponability of loal numbers bet\\een
dIfferent cenifiated \\ireline LECs. It should accommodate expanded volume usage,
and future migration to permanent. national solutions. Ideally, the solution would
allow for' future suppon of all types of number ponability on a permanent ba.is.

IX. The solution should not unduly accelerate the depletion of the numbering resource.
Ideally, the number portability solution should conserve the ;-"':onh An\erian
Numbering Plan (~ANP). Therefore. solutions that allow for the pooling of
numbers (initially at the NXX level) should be accorded more weight. Conversely,
solutions that deplete the NANP would be less desirable.

X. The Georgia solution should suppon a national effon, assuming that one emerges.
to the fullest extent possible. It is hoped that the national effon v.i11 >ield a
standard for the all model and the network routing. Sundardization \\ill make it
easier for vendors to build to the solution and for amers to interact \\ith it.
Georgia, however, plans to implement a solution based on technial and economic
feasibility \\ithin Georgia, \\ithout waiting for funher effons at the national level or
in other jurisdictions.
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Georgia Public Senice Commission
Staff 5 B 137 Team
GPSC Docket No 5840·U

r-~;UMBER PORTABILITY TIMELINES
PROPOSED BY GPSC STAFF

October 2, 1995

OCTOBER 2, 1995

~O\r:\IBER 7,1995

DECE\IBER 7,1995

DECE\IBER 27,1995

JA..'-:LARY 8, 1996

FOl·RTH QL-\RTER 1996

NUMBER PORTABll.ITY GUIDELINES RELEASED

NOTICE OF PROPOSED RLTLE:\1AKl~G(~OPR)

30·DAY COM:\1EST CYCLE FOR SOPR

20·DAY PERIOD

ALL \\'ORKSHOP ACTIYITIES E~D

I?\IPLE\IE~TATIO\: OF T~P STARTS

3



~'DJCATIO' OF POTE:'\l"TIAL P.'-.TIREST
~ PRO\1DP\G

GEORGIA ~L1\.ffiER PORT.A.BlLITY SOLL"TIO~

Directions: Fill out and fax or mail by October 18th to

Da\id Bre\itz
Ostrander Consulting
5631 SW West
Topeka. Kansas 66606
Fa'( 91 3-27:! -8789

Solution Pro, ider

Represent ari\es

Address

Telephone
Fa,,>;
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FROM:"

Attachment '3
l-.;WS';

MUL TlMED/A GROUP
U S WEST MUltim.dia Communications, Ine.
9785 Maroon Circle, Suite 400
::nglewood, Colorado 80112
303·754·5482
303-754-43"5,=ax;

November 2, 1995

MEMORANDUM

Bernard Harris GTE Telephone (Fax#: 214·718-4393)./
Kirk Odegaard - AT&T (Fax#: 404-810-7526)/
Barbara Bennett - Pacific Bell (Fax#: 51 0-244-1729)v'
Christine Walker - U.S. Intelco (Fax#: 360-923-3477)/
Doug Black - Me I Metro (Fax#: 214-498-5022)
Sam LaMartina ITN (Fax#: 913-469-0606)

Neil Knight'A~
for the Georgia Selection Committee

SU BJECT: Weighting Information for the Georgia Framework Document

CC Georgia Selection Committee Members
Georgia Public Service Commission Staff

The Georgia Number Portability Selection Committee has recently completed our
weighting of the attributes included in the Georgia Framework document. Attached is
a listing of the Attribute section number and the corresponding weighting as currently
defined by the Selection Committee. Please keep in mind that there may be minor
revisions to these weightings as Selection Committee members continue their
evaluation of the impacts of the Attributes on their respective companies.

If you have any questions, please feel free to call me on 303-754-5482,



M =Mandatory
3 =Critical
2 =Very important
1 = Importal1t

Georgia Framework Attribute Weightlngs

Page 2

Attribute Weighting Attribute Weighting Attribute Weighting Attribute Welghtina

1 A , 18 2 1C 2 10 ,
1E , 1F M· 3 1G 2 1H 2
2A 3 28 3 2C 3 20 NA
2E NA 2F 3 2G 3 3A 3

_ ~B 3 3C 3 3D 3 3E 2
3F NA 3G 2 4A 1 48 1
4C 2 40 2 4E 1 4F 2
4G 2 4H 3 41 2 4J 2
4K 3 4L 2 SA 2 58 ,
5C 2 50 3 5E·5H 2
51 2 5J 2 SA· SZ 26 7A 1

78 2 7C 2 ZO 2 7E 2
7F 2 7G 1 7H 1 8 M • 6
9 1 10A 2 108 3 10C 1

10D 2 10E 1 10F 1 10G 2
10H 2 101 1 10J 2 10K 2

11A·11F 1 8 12A·12G 1 8 13A 1 138 1
14A M· 3 148 2 14C 1 15A 2
158 1 15C 2 1SA·168 NA 16C 3
16D 2 16E 2 17 M • 3 18A1 3

1SA2 2 1881 2 1882 2 19A1 3
19A2 3 19A3 3 19A4 3 1981.1 3

1981 2 2 1981 3 3 1981.4 2 1981 5 3
1982 1 3 1982.2 1 1983.1 2 19832 3
19833 3 19834 2 1984 3 1985

,.
o.

"9C 2 190 3 19E 3 19F 2
20A 3 208 2 20C 2 200 2
20E 2 20F 2 20G 3 20H 3
21A NA 218 3 21C 2 210 3

22A1 3 22A2 3 22A3 2 23 NA
24 NA 25 2



Attachment #4: Selection Committee Call
Model Voting Results



Attachment '4

--- _._- ._-- _. . .
GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

-
WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES_ ...

SUMMARY GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN MAXIMUM

1 END L.SER IMP':"C- 148 222 228 229 217 0 2904

2 TRIGGE~ING 199 250 238 247 202 0 315

3 RCU""~G 255 250 258 280 219 0 336

4 SIGNA ... ::-.G 310 360 303 ~1 299 0 483

5 PER~O~:P..1ANCE 223 236 228 2~ 202 0 294

16 SE, ~N"'ERACTIONS 291 411 314 433 421 0 546
.,

OPERATOR SERVICES 155 186 165 188 172 0 213I

8 911 'E9 1 1 MPACT 60 102 72 102 96 a 125
f----.-

9 DA ~EAT~RES SuPPORTED 10 18 15 18 18 a 21
._._---

10 RA'" \,3 A,\i::; a!_~ \,G 249 268 247 281 245 a 399------.__._---_.._--- ------- --
11 OPER_·"'-JNS S",poORT SYSTEMS IMPA,CT 132 223 126 259 210 0 378.-
12 S''''''''':H 'tIPACT 156 225 ," 228 156 0 378
'-------

13 .A,IN ',MPACT 30 29 26 30 35 0 42
-

'4 A.PPU::A TIO~,. EXPANDABIL/TY 47 76 105 105 7S 0 126

15 IMPA,CT O~ N.A NU~9ERNG PLAN 43 54 55 S4 77 a 1051----.__.

16 A.OM,\ S"'1:tA,-ION 92 86 81 100 73 a 147
~----_._-

17 prE~,Ts :..ICEI\;SING COPYRIGHTS IMPACT 0 54 54 54 54 a 63--- _ .._-- ._.

24 IMP_: 'IE "' ... A-, 0", -IME f=RAME 0 0 0 0 0 a 42
f------ _._-
,25 SVS ';TER.AC"'O"iS 12 12 12 12 12 a 42
1---·-
TOTAL 2.412 3 062 2.671 3.225 2783 a 4410

r~.__'.____. --

WIRELESS ATTRIBUTESi--------·- ._-

~.-_._- - - -- - -
MAXIMUMSUMMARY GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

\

'18 MPAC'" 0"< NA ' •.J'I8ER'NG 'PLAN·CELL\.. L,AR 61 76 70 90 0 0 108
I·
119 HlR/SCP'MSC "2 314 ~! 428 0 a 624
120 CEL...U'-AR NATIO"lWIDE ROAMINGITECH"'IICAL 144 133 13e 141 0 0 228'---
21 FRAUD iMPAC"'S (WIRELESS) 72 66 ee 66 C 0 96

,22 RATING AN: 9iLL'NG (WIRELESS) 51 54 54 66 C 0 96,-
i24 iMPLEMENTATIOr--. TIME FRAME 0 0 C C C 0 24i ------- ---_ .. ~ - --
,25 SMS INTERAC;IONS 0 0 0 0 0 0 2.I.
I;

0,TOTAL 770 643 671 791 0 1200

1215195



ATT~18UTE:

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK
WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

1. END USER IMPACT

PLAN

AT&T

BELLSOUTH

MC:METRO

MFS

SPRif\;T

ATTRloLJTE TOTAL

MAXIM~M

GTE CPC LANP LoRN RTP rTN

18 42 42 42 32

33 37 39 42 39

21 42 42 42 40

25 34 36 34 38

21 30 30 30 29

30 37 39 39 39

148 222 228 229 217 0

294 294 294 294 294 294

1215/95



ATTRIBUTE:

PLAN

8EL~SCUT~

MFS

SPRI1\T

STAN.JARO

A ~R'3-,TE ~CTAL

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

2. TRIGGERING

GTe CPC LANP L.RN RTP ITN

15 45 45 45 15

45 45 45 45 42

33 45 45 45 42

42 42 36 42 27

31 31 31 31 31

33 42 36 39 45

199 250 238 247 202 0

315 315 315 315 315 315

1215/95



ATIRIBUTE:

PLAN

MFS

STAN:::ARD

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRE!lNE ATTRIBUTES

3. ROUTING

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

34 41 43 48 33

48 34 44 48 39

38 46 44 48 38

44 44 44 48 39

43 40 43 43 34

48 45 40 45 36

255 250 258 280 219 0

336 336 336 336 336 336

'2/5195



ATTRIBUTE:

PLAN

Ai&i

MFS

S?R!'\T

Si"NJ:..RD

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

4. SIGNALING

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

38 63 56 60 41

55 67 53 69 67

56 66 56 60 48

50 50 45 51 49

50 54 50 50 48

•

61 60 43 51 46

310 360 303 341 299 0

483 483 483 483 483 483

'215/95



ATTRIBUTE:

PLAN

AT&T

'/FS

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUrES

5. PERFORMANce

GTE C~C L..ANP LRN RTP ITN

• 33 42 42 42 26

42 42 42 42 40

30 40 36 38 36

36 37 37 37 32

40 42 42 42 42

42 33 29 33 26

223 236 228 234 202 0
294 294 294 294 294 294

'2/5/95



ATTRI9UTE:

PLAN

8E:..l.. SOu""..,

MFS

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRE LINE ATTRIBUTES

6. SERVICE INTERACTIONS

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

26 78 52 78 78

50 65 50 78 78

52 78 52 78 78

48 69 48 69 60

52 52 52 52 52

63 69 60 78 75

291 4" 314 433 421 a
546 546 546 546 546 546

1215/95



ATTRIBUTE:

PLAN

MFS

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

7. OPERATOR SERVICES

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

31 39 33 39 32

37 39 37 39 39

33 39 33 39 39

13 13 13 13 12

26 26 26 26 26

15 30 23 32 24

155 186 165 188 172 a
273 273 273 273 273 273

12/5/95



ATIRIBUTE:

PLAN

AT&T

MFS

STANJARO

MM',"J""

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

8. 911 I E911 IMPACT

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

6 18 18 18 18

12 18 12 18 18

12 18 12 18 18

6 12 6 12 12

18 18 18 18 18

6 18 6 18 12

60 102 72 102 96 0
126 126 126 126 126 126

12/5/95



ATTRIBUTE:

PLAN

'.1FS

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

9. OA FEATURES SUPPORTED

GTE C?C LAN? L.RN RT? ITN

1 3 3 3 3

2 3 2 3 3

2 3 3 3 3

2 3 2 3 3

2 3 3 3 3

1 3 2 3 3

10 18 15 18 18 0

21 21 21 21 21 21

1215/95



ATTRIBUTE:

PLAN

MFS

MAX '/~M

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

1O. RATING AND BILLING

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

52 52 55 57 57

38 38 38 42 16

36 52 39 52 52

32 32 32 32 32

41 38 38 41 38

50 56 45 57 50

249 268 247 281 245 a
399 399 399 399 399 399

'2/5/95



ATIRIBUTE:

PLAN

AT&7

MFS

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

11. OPERATIONS SUPPORT SYSTEMS IMPACT

GTE CPC LANP LoRN RTP ITN

18 54 18 54 36

18 24 18 36 36

24 49 24 49 48

36 42 30 48 39

18 18 18 18 18

18 36 18 54 33

, 32 223 126 259 210 0
378 378 378 378 378 378

1215195



ATTRIBUTE:

PLAN

MFS

S?R \-:-

GEORGIA lNP FRAMEWORK

WIREllNE A.TTRIBUTES

12. SWITCH IMPACT

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

18 54 18 54 18

36 27 36 36 36

24 45 24 36 30

42 54 30 48 36

0 18 18 36 18

36 27 18 18 18

156 225 144 228 156 0

378 378 378 378 I 378 378

12/5/95



ATT~18UTE:

PLAN

8EL;.SCl"TH

MFS

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

13. AIN liN IMPACT

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

5 6 5 5 6

6 6 6 6 6

5 6 5 6 6

4 3 3 5 6

5 4 3 4 5

5 4 4 4 6

30 29 26 30 35 0

42 42 42 42 42 42

1215195



ATIRIBUTE:

PLAN

MFS

SiA~JARJ

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

14. APPLICATION I EXPANOABILITY

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

0 12 18 18 12

18 12 18 18 6

9 15 18 18 18

0 9 16 16 12

8 12 17 17 11

12 16 18 18 16

47 76 105 105 75 0
126 126 126 126 126 126

12/5/95



ATIRIBUTE:

PLAN

MFS

STANJARJ

GEORGIA LNP FRAMEWORK

WIRELINE ATTRIBUTES

15. IMPACT ON N.A. NUMBERING PLAN

GTE CPC LANP LRN RTP ITN

6 6 11 15 11

5 10 10 15 15

7 15 10 15 15

7 7 9 11 11

9 8 6 15 14

9 8 9 13 11

43 54 55 84 77 0
105 105 105 105 105 105

1215/95


